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CHAP, most important support for the trustworthiness of
^^^ these writings must also be regarded as seriously
1567. weakened. For with respect to the reason drawn
from the disappearance of the original documents
since the reign of James vi., this is so far from being
any real proof, that it only assumes the appearance
of a proof by the assumption of a genuineness which
should first be proved. It is certainly a strange
mode of argumentation to appeal to the disappear-
ance of the original documents as making good their
genuineness; from the opposite standpoint we may
just as well recognise in this disappearance the work
of those who were afraid of one day or other seeing
another forgery revealed. And lastly, as regards
the circumstance that all the writings produced at
Westminster were without signature or any other
precise indication of their origin, we are not by any
means obliged to see in this the mysteriousness
arising from the conscious guilt which the opponents
of Mary have wished to attach to it. On the other
hand, it is in this respect strange, as the advocates
of the Queen have long pointed out, that while
these writings, in conformity with the record of
the meeting of the Scottish Privy Council of the
4th December 1567, are said to be " written and
subscribed with her own hand," they are, on the
contrary, immediately thereafter, on the 15th De-
cember 1567, described by the Scottish Parliament
in the same way as they were afterwards presented
at Westminster, and as we now alone know them,
namely as " wholly written with her own hand/'
Between these different modes of expression there
is a most palpable variance, for, as has been re-
marked, while it may be imagined that if the first